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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

Claims 15, 30 and 45 recites the limitation "wherein the indication" in these 
claims which have no support in their respective independent claims. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Levy (US Pat# 5,754,633). 

Regarding claim 1, Levy teaches a method for achieving third party number call 
billing which includes party using a mobile phone comprising writing billing record to 
indicate that a second party (third party) has been billed for mobile airtime charges 
wherein the second party (third party) is not a party operating the mobile phone and 
also, no a party to a telephone conversation in (see figs., col. 1 lines 21-43). Also, note 
that a mobile phone, which incurs charges, can have its charges transfer to a party not 
participating a conversation using a billing number (credit card number or telephone 
number). The same can be applied to a wireline phone, which incurs charges. 

Regarding claim 16, Levy teaches a method for achieving third party number call 
billing which includes party using a mobile phone comprising writing billing record to 
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indicate that a second party (third party) has been billed for mobile airtime charges 
wherein the second party (third party) is not a party operating the mobile phone and 
also, no a party to a telephone conversation in (see figs., col. 1 lines 21-43). Also, note 
that a mobile phone, which incurs charges, can have its charges transfer to a party not 
participating a conversation using a billing number (credit card number or telephone 
number). The same can be applied to a wireline phone, which incurs charges. 

Claim 31 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Levy 
(US pat# 5,754,633) 

Regarding claim 31, see the explanation as set forth regarding claim 1 in addition 
the fact it's well known to use computer mediums including a bus, memory, processor in 
implementing instructions or performing call routing, billing or providing telephony 
services in general. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Levy into of any computer 
apparatus in order to provide flexibility in billing calls based on stored instructions. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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Claims 5-9, 20-24 and 35-39 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Levy et al. (US Pat# 5,754,633) in view of Florindi (US Pat# 
5,898,771). 

Regarding claim 5, Levy et al. fails to teach querying a second party (third party) 
to make sure that call charges would indeed be accepted. 

Florindi teaches a method and apparatus for universal billing wherein a third 
party can queried for willingness to accept call charges in (see col. 12-13). 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Florindi into that of Levy thus 
making it possible to avoid fraudulent charges by verifying billing account or willingness 
to accept charges to avoid loss of revenue. 

Regarding claim 6, the combination teaches receiving approval from a third party 
but fails to teach in detail the possibility of using DTMF signaling. The examiner takes 
official notice that it's well known to use automated operator or attendant system to 
interact with subscribers by prompting to select a response by using one's keypad, an 
advantage being to reduce cost associated with human personnel. 

Regarding claim 7, the combination renders obvious generating a total usage 
charges and billing it to a designated account. 

Regarding claim 8, Based on the passage in (see col. 1 of levy and rest of 
disclosure), all charges including airtime charges can be transferred to a third party 
account. 
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Regarding claim 9, the combination teaches billing for toll calls or calls in general 
which incur charges. 

Regarding claims 20-24, see the explanation as set forth above regarding claims 

5-9. 

Regarding claims 35-39, see the explanation as set forth regarding claims 5-9. 

Claims 10, 25 and 40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Levy (US Pat# 5,754,633) in view of over Gundlach (US Pat# 6,442,257). 

Regarding claims 10 and 25, Levy fails to teach informing a party to a 
conversation that charges would be incur by the party. Note that some callers for 
instance using a mobile phone might not incur a charge (airtime). 

Gundlach teaches a configuration wherein charges associated with a mobile 
service user can be charged to another party either fully or partially in (see figs., col. 1 
line 50-col. 2 line 16, col. 3 lines 21-29). Gundlach teaches informing a party for 
instance that they would not incur charges. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to inform a party to a conversation of the fact that they 
would not incur charges thus enabling the party to continue with a call or to prevent the 
party from terminating the call earlier that one would have liked to. 

Regarding claim 40, see the explanation as set forth regarding claim 
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Claims 11-15, 26-30 and 41-45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hata et al. (US pat# 5,602,907) in view of Levy (US Pat# 5,754,633). 

Regarding claim 11, Hata teaches a method for accounting communication 
charges wherein a charge initially allocated to a calling party can be reversed to a called 
party as requested by the called party terminal in the middle of a call. Furthermore, the 
charge can initially be charged to either the calling or called party and then changed to 
another party in (see col. 2 lines 50-55, col. 15 and col. 3). 

Hate, however, fails to teach being able to impose charges associated with a 
mobile to another terminal even though the claim doesn't call for mobile calling/called 
terminal. 

Levy teaches a method for achieving call billing by terminal including mobile 
terminals wherein a call charge transfer request can be requested during the course of 
the call by a party to which call charges would be allocated in (see disclosure). 
Furthermore, call charges can be allocated to a party other than the requestor, which 
includes an alternate telephone number or credit card. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Levy into that of Hata thus 
making it possible to shift charges including mobile charges to another billing account to 
encourage users to use communication services even when they can't afford it. 

Regarding claims 12-14 and 27-29, the combination renders obvious the 
possibility of transferring call charges to another terminal regardless of terminal being 
used. 
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Regarding claims 15 and 30, The combination teaches generating a call charge 
transfer signal for instance in the middle of a call as an indication that another party 
should be held accountable for charges. Furthermore, according to (see col. 3 lines 41- 
55 of Hata et al.), approval for call rate change can be requested from the other party 
involved in a communication. 

Regarding claim 26, Hata teaches a method for accounting communication 
charges wherein a charge initially allocated to a calling party can be reversed to a called 
party as requested by the called party terminal in the middle of a call. Furthermore, the 
charge can initially be charged to either the calling or called party and then changed to 
another party in (see col. 2 lines 50-55, col. 15 and col. 3). 

Hata, however, fails to teach being able to impose charges associated with a 
mobile to another terminal even though the claim doesn't caii for mobile caiiing/caiied 
terminal. 

Levy teaches a method for achieving call billing by terminal including mobile 
terminals wherein a call charge transfer request can be requested during the course of 
the call by a party to which call charges would be allocated in (see disclosure). 
Furthermore, call charges can be allocated to a party other than the requestor, which 
includes an alternate telephone number or credit card. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to incorporate the teaching of Levy into that of Hata thus 
making it possible to shift charges including mobile charges to another billing account to 
encourage users to use communication services even when they can't afford it. 
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Regarding claim 41 , see the explanation as set forth in the rejection of claim 26 
in addition to the fact implementing provisioning of services, billing and so forth in a 
telecommunications network using a computer apparatus including a bus, memory, 
CPU and so forth is notoriously well known and the examiner takes official notice to that 
effect. 

Regarding claims 42-45, see explanation as set forth in rejecting the same 
claimed subject matter. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to REXFORD N BARN IE whose telephone number is 571- 
272-7492. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9:00-6:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner s 
supervisor, CURTIS KUNTZ can be reached on 571-272-7499. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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REXFORD BARN IE, 05/07/05 
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